THE LAW OF RESENTMENT.	265
on a festival day may be eaten according to the school
of Shauunai, but the school of Hillel says it must not
be eaten/ and at other times were immoral, as in the
case of the Corban which Christ selected for censure.
Precisely in opposition to this school Christ proclaimed
that the inspiration which had instructed the ancient
Jews was not only not withdrawn, but was given to his
own generation in far greater measure than to any
previous one. John the Baptist, he said, was the greatest
of the prophets, and the least of his own followers wus
greater than John. The inspiration of the prophets hud
revealed to them some of their duties, but had left thorn
unenlightened about others; an inspiration was now
given which should illuminate the whole province of
moral obligation. Casuistry therefore, so far from being
important, was less needed than ever, and it was so fur
from being necessary to supplement the written Scriptures
by a traditional law that those written Scriptures them-
selves, though they retained their sacredness and value4,
yet ceased henceforth to be, in the strict sense, a binding
law.
So direct was Christ's opposition to the legal party.
The method of promoting moral virtue which ho pro-
posed was not regarded by him as merely better thau the
casuistry of his opponents, but as the only method. The
other method, in his view, could not produce virtue, though
it might sometimes procure the performance of a right
deed ; it could but destroy in men's minds the very con-
ception of virtue. It could issue in nothing but a certain
moral pedantry and in pride. Therefore he denounced
without qualification the whole system and the teachers
of it. Apologetic voices might perhaps have been raised,

